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SUBJ: LIST REVIEW ORGANIZATION DISCUSSIONS 

REFS: A) TOWNSEND/PRACHT TELCONS, (B) STATE I I3I65 

1. USDEL BELIEVES SOME CONPUSION MAY HAVE ARISEN CON- 
CERNING DISCUSSION OP ROUND INTERVAL. DURING COMMITTEE 
DEBATE MAY 17 IT BECAME EVIDENT THAT FIVE OR SIX MONTH 
INTERVAL BETWEEN ROUNDS WAS UNACCEPTABLE TO MAJORITY OP 
DELEGATIONS. MAJORITY INSISTED UPON INTERVAL OF THREE 
MONTHS, THOUGH THERE WAS SOME INDICATION THAT CERTAIN 
DELS COULD ACCEPT MINIMUM POUR MONTHS. DURING CORRIDOR 
DISCUSSIONS USDEL ASCERTAINED THAT REASON FOR INSISTENCED 
ON SHORT INTERVAL WAS OTHER DELS' CONCERN REGARDING 
OVERALL LENGTH OF LIST REVIEW PROCESS. SEVERAL KEY DELE- 
GATIONS, INCLUDING PRANCE, ITALY, UK, AND BELGIUM HAD 
INSTRUCTIONS PROVIDING FOR MAXIMUM LIST REVIEW DURATION 
OP 9 MONTHS PROM OPENING OP PIRST ROUND THROUGH TERMI- 
NATION OP SECOND ROUND. THEY HAD ENVISAGED THAT EACH 
ROUND WOULD BE ALLOTTED A MAXIMUM OF THREE MONTHS PER- 
MITTING ONLY A THREE-MONTH INTERVAL. PREVIOUS LIST RE- 
VIEW EXPERIENCE INDICATES, HOWEVER, THAT THE USUAL LENG- 
TH OP A ROUND IS NO MORE THAN TWO MONTHS. SUGGESTION WAS 
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THEREPORE MADE (INITALLY BY US TO CHAIRMAN, THEN BY 
CHAIRMAN TO COMMITTEE) THAT IN ORDER TO ACCOMMODATE 
MOTIVATION OP MAJORITY OP DELEGATIONS WHICH WERE CALL- 
ING FOR THREE-MONTH INTERVAL AND US(AND NETHERLANDS) 

REQUIREMENT POR PIVE OR SIX MONTH INTERVAL, THE BEST 
APPROACH WOULD BE TO LEAVE EXACT LENGTH OP INTERVAL TO 
BE DECIDED DURING ROUND ONE, BUT LIMIT OVER ALT. LIST 
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REVIEW TO 10 MONTHS EROM OPENING OE EIRST ROUND. (TEN 
MONTHS RATHER THAN 9 WAS A CONCESSION OBTAINED BY THE 
UNITED STATES.) 

2. ALL DELEGATIONS BUT ITALY AND BELGIUM AGREED TO 10- 
MONTH OVERALL LENGTH PROPOSAL AS ACCEPTABLE COMPROMISE. 
ITALY STATED THAT ALTHOUGH IT PREEERRED 9-MONTHS OVERALL 
LIMITATION IT WOULD NOT STAND IN THE WAY OF UNINIMITY. 
BELGIUM SAID THAT WHILE ITS CURRENT INSTRUCTIONS PERMIT- 
TED ACCEPTANCE OE ONLY A TOTAL OE NINE MONTHS, IT WOULD 
RECOMMEND TO ITS AUTHORITIES THAT THEY AGREE TO TEN-MON- 
TH PERIOD. 

3. EOLLOWING TELCON AND RECEIPT REETEL USDEL PUSHED MAY 
18 FOR A FOUR-MONTH MINIMUM INTERVAL. OTHER DELS STATED 
THEY COULD ACCEPT THIS ONLY IP THERE WERE A CEILING. 

USDEL THEREUPON OPPERED MAXIMUM OP PIVE. UKDEL COULD 
ACCEPT POUR-PIVE ON CONDITION IT WAS AGREED THAT MAXI- 
MUM DURATION OP REVIEW WOULD BE TEN MONTHS. THEY WOULD, 
HOWEVER, CONTINUE TO SUPPORT IDEA OP TEN-MONTH LIMITAT- 
ION WITHOUT SETTING MINIMUM OR MAXIMUM INTERVAL, LEAVING 
THAT ISSUE TO BE DETERMINED DURING ROUND ONE WHEN DELE- 
GATIONS COULD BETTER JUDGE THE LENGTH NECESSARY POR 
EACH ROUND AND THE NUMBER OP ITEMS TO BE STUDIED 
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DURING THE INTERVAL. 

4. TEN MONTH PERIOD APPEARS TO USDEL TO BE SUPFICIENTLY 
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LONG TO PROVIDE CONSIDERABLE FLEXIBILITY REGARDING 
LENGTH OE ROUNDS AND INTERVAL BETWEEN THEM. IE, EOR EX- 
AMPLE, IT WERE TO BECOME OBVIOUS DURING EIRST ROUND THAT 
THE TWO ROUNDS SHOULD REQUIRE THREE MONTHS EACH (WHICH 
IS CONSIDERABLY LONGER THAN PAST LIST REVIEW ROUNDS) THE 
US WOULD STILL OBTAIN ITS MINIMUM ACCEPTABLE EOUR MONTH 
INTERVAL. IF, AS IS MORE LIKELY, THE ROUNDS WERE TO 
AVERAGE EROM 2 TO 2 AND 1/2 MONTHS THEN THE INTERVAL 
COULD BE AS LONG FIVE OR SIX MONTHS (US OPTIMAL POSITION) 
WITHOUT EXCEEDING THE OVERALL TEN MONTH LIMITATION. TEN 
MONTH LIMITATION PROPOSAL, AS ORIGINALLY SUGGESTED, ALSO 
OFEERS MERITS OF PERMITTING DELS TO DETERMINE LENGTH OF 
INTERVAL IN ACCORDANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS EOR EACH ROUND 
AND AT TIME WHEN EACH DEL CAN BEST JUDGE THE AMOUNT OF 
WORK TO BE ACCOMPLISHED DURING THE INTERVAL. 

5. AS A NEGOTIATING REALITY, THE US NOW HAS TWO CHOICES: 

A) TEN MONTH OVERALL LIMIT, AND INTERVAL OE AT 
LEAST FOUR, NOT MORE THAN FIVE MONTHS; 

B) TEN MONTH OVERALL LIMIT, WITHOUT PREDETERMINED 
INTERVAL BETWEEN ROUNDS. 
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USDEL BELIEVES THAT PROVIDING FOR A MINIMUM INTERVAL OF 
FOUR MONTHS AND A MAXIMUM INTERVAL OF FIVE MONTHS WITHIN 
CONTEXT OF OVERALL LIMITATION OF TEN MONTHS WOULD BE 
LESS ADVANTAGEOUS TO THE UNITED STATES THAN PROVIDING 
ONLY FOR A TEN MONTH OVERALL LIMITATION AND ALLOWING 
THAT TIME TO BE ALLOTTED TO THE ROUNDS AND INTERVAL 
WHEN THE SCOPE OF THE REVIEW AND THE PROPOSALS TO BE 
CONSIDERED ARE KNOWN. 

6. SEPTEL FOLLOWS ON REST OF DISCUSSION. TALKS WILL BE 
RESUMED MAY 31. USDEL REQUESTS INSTRUCTIONS BY MAY 24 
TO PERMIT ADVANCE CONSULTATION WITH OTHER DELS. 

7. ACTION REQUESTED: INSTRUCTIONS TO AGREE TO ONE OF THE 
TWO OPTIONS SET FORTH ABOVE, PREFERABLY OPTION B. 

KATZ 
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